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□ A check in the amount of $ is enclosed. 



The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required or credit any overpayment to the undersigned attorney's Deposit Account No. 07-4710 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
In re Application of: Sang Hoon Oh et al. 

Serial No. : 09/871,570 Examiner: Marceau Milford 

Filed : May 31, 2001 Group Art Unit: 2682 

Title : COMPACT HANDS-FREE ADAPTER FOR USE WITH A 

CELLULAR TELEPHONE RECFI VFD 
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Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 Technology Cenier 26OO 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir: 



AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION 

In response to the Office Action dated May 30, 2003: 

REMARKS 

In the Office Action dated May 30, 2003, the Examiner rejected claims 1-35 
as being obvious over U.S. Patent No. 5,588,041 to Meyer, Jr. et al in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 5,646,990 to Li and U.S. Patent No. 5,646,990 to Takahashi et al. The rejection is 
respectfully traversed and reconsideration is requested in view of the following. 

In the previous Office Action, claims 1-35 were rejected as being obvious 
over Meyer, Jr. et al. in view of Li. Following applicants response, in the present Office 
Action, the applicants arguments are indicated as moot in view of new grounds of rejection. 
The new grounds of rejection add Takahashi to the combination of references cited in the 
obviousness rejection of the claims. 
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